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. Minneapolis Public Schools

‘A Survey of Parent Opinions About Educational Alternatives
in Minneapolis North Area Elementary Schools

Summary

- Do parents of North Area Eleﬁentary students want choices of
alternative educational programs? What type of educational alternative
would parents choose? /

In the. spring of 1975 a committee of North Area parents and school
staff conducted a survey to determine parent opinions about educational
alternatives. Questionnaires were'mailed to a random sample of parents
of one-fourth of the students.in the twenty North Area public elementary
schoels. . Questionnaires were returned ‘for 1,243 children, or 58% of the 2-6
sample of 2,127 children. Since 42% of the sample did not feturn questlon-
naires, it is not known if this sample represents all parents of North
" Area elementary'qhildren. Thus, the results should be interpreted with
caution. ’ ’

The majority of the parents.preferréd program characteristics that

fell between the most ' "traditional-structured" and the most "flexible- ¢  7-11
open" types of educational programs. Only a small percentage of parents
-chose characteristics that represented a lot of student freedom and 15-18

responsibility. The majority of parents also preferred that:

. Parents and_students be involved in decisions regarding the
organization and operation of their school.

. The curriculum include required courses, specific courses in
basic skills, courses to meet. the specific needs of their
child, and work on feelings and attitudes.

. Several teachers, rather than mainly one teacher, be available
to their child, and that teachers do most or all of the teaching.

. Their child have some responsibility for his or her own learning.

. Their child progress through a subject at the same speed as others,
but be given extra work or help if she or he progresses faster or
slower than others.

. The work environment be qulet and orderly, with some student freedom
to move about and talk.

. The learning environment include both active and passive learning
opportunities, equal empha51s on competition and cooperation, some
participation in group projects with other children, and some’
activities in the .community.

. Their child'work, blay, And study with students of the same age or
grade, or within one or jtwo years younger or older than their child.

"When asked to choose from three alternatives,,ﬁhe most popular first
choice was a Contemporary program; a Continuous Progress program was .the
second most popular, and an Open program was least popular. Although 12-14
groups of parents expressed a general preference for a Contemporary,
Continuous Progress, and Open program, there was much variation within
each group about specific aspects of the program. :

* * K

C-74-53 . o ; Research and Evaluation Department
June 1975 ‘ .
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' Minneapolis Public Schools

A Survey of Parent Opinions About
Educational Alternatives in Minneapolis
North Area Elémenpary Schools -

N
Do parents of students want choices of alternative educational programs?

What type of educational alternative would parents choose for their children?

In the spring of 1975 the parenté of elementary students in the North Area

of the Minneapolis Public Schools were surveyed to obtain their opinions

about alternafive.educatidnal programs. The main purpose for conducting

the survey was to prqvide the North Areaféchool administration with information

about parent interést in and feelings about educational alternatives.

The North Area

The North Area is one of three administratively decentralized areas in
the Minneapolis school system that were established by Board of Education
action in Méy 1973. Geographically, the North Area inclﬁdes-the North
Minneapolis neighborhoods between Olson Memorial Highway and the northern
city limits and all of NortheaSt‘Minneapolis. Iq<1974475 the North Area
‘served more than 18,000 students at thrée senior high schools, five junior
highs, twenty elementary schodls, and one special junior high facility.

Prior to the decision to fully decentralize the Minneapolis school
system, a pilot decentralization project called the "North Pyramid" was
established in 1966 that included North High School and its twelve Jjunior
high and elementary feeder schools. Melvin G. Hoégland headed the’ North
Pyramid, first as curriculum consultant, later as direc#or and assistant
superintendent. He was named area superintendent following establishment

of the enlarged North Area.

North Area Alternative Programs

3

'Severalvalternative educational programs will be offered to elementary
students in the North Area in 1975-76. Parents.and students will have their
. \ . .
choice of three programs: a K-6 open'school at'Holland, a continuous progress

program at Bethune (K-3) and Webster (4-6), and the program offered at their

neighborhood school.




Schools in the Willard—Bremer-Cleveland cluster are offering three pro-
grams, ideﬁtiFied as X, ¥, and 2. Basic skills are of primary importa?eé'in
each program. However, there are several organizational and 1nstruct1§23}
differences among the three programs : grouping of teachers, student choice

of actiVities, grouplng .of students, age level of children, rate of progreSSion.

North Area Survey.Committee
A North Area Alternatives Task Force, oompoeed of-parents, teachers, and
administrators, was established in the fall of 1974 to:
1. Provide opportunities for communication and'exohange,of
information regarding educational alternatives.
. 2. Advise and assist the area superintendent in planning for
_ educational alternatives.
Existing parent, teacher, and principal groups in the North Area were asked
to select representatives who had an interest in educational alternatives.
The task force also included other North Area personnel who expreseed eh
interest in alternatives. ' . .'_‘ _
The Survey Committee was one of.five committees formed by the North Area
Alternatives Task Force; the other four were the Qpen Scheol, Secondary Level
Alternatives, Contemporary Program, and Continuous Progress Committees. The
five committees of the task force were charged with generating recommendations
-to be reported to the North Area Superintendent. The Survey Committee was given
. the responsibility for advising the area superintendentbon the design and imple-

mentation of a survey. of parents of school-aged children in the Worth Area. ;\\

Resources, both material and staff, were supplied by the North Area Superin- \

tendent's Office and the MPS Research and Evaluation Department.
. _:n¢

)

. J§Urvey Method and Implementation

Y
The Survey Committee studied several instruments and techniques for

measuring parent opinions about edﬁcational alternatives. The committee

recommended that a revised version of two previously-used instruments be

administered to parents of elementary students. The secondary committee

did not feel the questionnaire was appropriate for use dt the junior and

senior high level and recommended that it not be used at the secondary level.

The 32-item questionnaire had three sections. The first twenty—five items




. measured parent preferences for basic characteristics (dimensions) of educational
programs, such as number of teachers, parent-student choice of curriculum, time
fiexibility, and student rate of progression. All of these twenty-five items
were content independent 1n that a person's response on any one 1tem did not
determine the person's response on any other item. The next four items measured
the parents' general satlsfactlon with their child's school and their general
approval of educatlonal alternatlves. The final three items asked the parents

to rank-order their preference for three alternative educational programs:
contemporary, continuous progress, and open. Each of these three alternatives
were described. in the questionnaire.v Aﬁcopy.of the questionnaire is in

Appendix B, page 45.

,_§amp}e and Returns

The Survey Committee decided that the questionnaire should be sent to
the parents of a random sample- of twenty—five percent of the students in each
grade at each of the twenty elementary schools. The one-fourth sample produced
a relatively small sampling error (aboutJS%) for each individual school (assuming
a 100% return by the sample) . ‘At the:same time,Athe number of students included
in the study was kept at a manageabie level (based on anticipated resources for
follow-up) . ' ’ '
Using alphabet1ca1 student—by grade 11sts for each school, a random number
was generated to select the first student name to be 1ncluded'1n the sample.
- Every fourth student name on the alphabetical list was chosen after the initial
name. The sample size was 2,127 students from the twenty North Area élementary
schools: Bethune, Bremer, Cleveland, Hall, Hamilton, Hawthorne, Holland, Lincoln
Intermediate, Lind, Lorlng, Lowell, Lowry, McKlnley, Penn, Plllsbury, Putnam,
_Shlngle Creek, Waite Park, Webster, and Willard. .
The first ma111ng of the surveys took place in early March, using bulk
mail with busihess reply envelopes 1ncluded fOr return. Parents were asked to’
return the questionnaire with the ma111ng label attached 1n order to follow-up
people who ‘did not respond. Parents were given the optlon of removing the label
if they did not wish to be identified. After a two-week period, a follow-up .
program was started to maximize the level of response; This followeup, which
consisted of telephone contact and remailind, was coordinated by a staff member

in the North Area Office.

U f-
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Volunteer parents from each school area called parents orvguardians
of children in the sample who had not returned a completed survey‘(school aides
were used in some cases. to subplement the volunteer help). The phonée call
" determined (1) if the parents hed reCeived‘theisurvey, (2) if they would or would
not return it, (3) if they had returned it without the label, and (4) if they
needed another questionnaire. The phone call also emphasized the importance
of returning the survey form. In cases where’telephone contact could not be
made (no answer, not-in-serVice, no telephone), the addrésses and- phone numbers
-were checked with the schools for accuracy. If a new phone number was found, 7
it was given to the callers. If a new phone number was not found, but the
‘child was enrolled in school, another questionnaire was mailed to the parent.
If the child was no longer enrolled in the school another student at the same
grade level was randomly selected as a replacement. .

The second mailing of the questionnaire included people who- needed another
" questionnaire, people who could not be reached by phone, and people selected
as replacements for studénts who had moved. A second follow-up call was made
shortly.efter the'seoond mailing. The same information was gathered as in the
first oall.l‘Again the importance of returning the completed questionnaire was
emphasiied: After the second follow-up contact, it was asSumed that every
member of the sample population had been given adequate opportunity and encouragement
to respond The Survey Committee decided that further calling or mailing would
not significantly increase the percentage of returns and might generate hostility
among the non—respondents This decision was supported by the volunteer callers
who were present when the deCiSion was made.

Return rate. Useable questionnaires were returned for 1,243 children,
or 58% of the sample. About thirty returned questionnaires were not used
because they could not be identified by school or they were answered invalidly
(e.g. all responses to each item were cheoked, not just one response). The
return rate ranged among the schools from a low of 43% at Bremer to a high of

79% at Shingle Creek (Table 1, page 5).

Interpretation Cautions

Since the survey return rate was 58%, the results of this study should
be interpreted with caution. It is not known to what extent the total sample

is represented by the responses of those who returned questionnaires. It is

possible that the 42% of the sample who did not return questionnaires may have




Table 1 .

<]

by School

Survey Return Rate
Number of® Number of Percentage of
Students Questionnaires Questionnaires
in Sample Returned Returned

Bethune 123 57 46% ’
Hall 53 27 51

Webster 114 - 59 52 o
Holland 93 52 56

Putnam 134 90 67

Cluster Total 517 285 55%

willard g 144 73 51

Bremer 164 71 . 43

Cleveland 66 35 53

\ " Cluster Total 374 179 48%

Lowell 11le6 63 54

Hawthorne 132 71 54

Cluster Total 248 134 -54% .

Lincoln 149 74 50

Peur: 66 ’ 36 55

McKinley 83 59 71

loring 41 32 78 —
Cluster Total 339 201 59%
Hamilton 85 54 64

Lind 103 64 62

Lowry 109 69 63

Pillsbury 104 71 _68

Shingle Creek 92 o 73 79

Waite Park 156 113 72

Grand Total 2127 . 1243 588"

aTwanty-five percenf"of the students in each school were randomly selected
to be in the sample. ' ’
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responded differently than the 58% who d1d respond The maxlmum error on

any item“due to 1ncomplete returns would Oddur if all parents in the 42%

 who did not respond had chosen one (the same) response. For exaMple, the
total sample for the North Area would have responded to 1tem 18 as follows .
if all of the non~respondents had chosen elther reSponse one, two, or three. ° |

Although it seems unliXely that the maximum error occurred,the amount‘of actual

Who should decide what Results . All Non- All_Non- All Norn-

subjects or interest areas For 58% Respondents " Respondents Respondents
your child actually - . Who Did Chose - ' Chose Chose |
studies in school? : . Respond Response 1 Response. 2. Response 3 |-
1.School (teacher).should 188 7 52% 11% SLY
make final decision. e o : o - '
2.School (teacher) should " 78 45 87 , 45

decide some, parents and/ ‘ . . o
or student should decide : - E L }
some, a . : ' .
3.Parents and/or student 4 ; 2 ‘ 2. 44
should decide. '
error is not known : In short, it is not known 1f this sample represents all
parents of North Area elementary chlldren.

" Even 1f the return trate fOr the safiple bad beett substantlally hlgher,
the data would pProbably 1nclude some etfror due to sampling (i.e. the selected
sample . of students may not represent the;tecal populatlon of North Area students)
_The sampllng error would be small (i.e. standard error about 2ﬁ for the total
group of North Area students, but- would be larger for 1nd1V1dua1 5chools (est1mated
standard error for individual schools would be approximately equal to 5%)5
A : The parents' preferences for the three educatlonal alternatlves (contemporary,
contlnuous prOgress, open) Were shared with the puhllc in the North Area News before
all questlonnalres were: returned About lO—lS% of the queStlonnaires were re-
turned after the date of the. news release. 1t is p0551b1e that the release of
1nformatlon_could have affected the parent response tc this item.-

Resulﬁs”

The item-by-item results'for the total NOrth'Area, individual schools; and
clusters of schools are given in’Table 2, Apperidix A, page 22. The clusters .
identify schools that have been grouped as part of the Minneapolis_PuBlic.Schools'
desegregation/integration plan. . The figures indicate the 'pefcentage of respondents
_wﬁo selected each of the response choices for_each item: The return rate .for

t




éach school (Table 1) should be noted before'making-interpretations.. The

. A \ o
following narrative presents the results for the total of all North Area schools.

~ Basic D1mens1ons of Educational Programs .
| The twenty—flve 1tems that 1dent1f1ed fundamental characteristics of
educational programs were grouped into seven categories based on a,judgment;
of s1m11ar content. | R o

Parent-student 1nvolvement in decisions (Items 1- 5) To what extent

'should parents and students be involved in organlzalng and operating the school°
Almost all respondents felt parents should have some input in- dec1s1ons regarding
how the school is run (Item 1). A majority (65%) of the respondents felt the
vschool and parents should share the- respons1b111ty for maklng these dec1s10ns.
Twenty-nlne percent felt the school should make the final declslons after adv1ce
from parents. Three percent felt the’ school should make all: dec1s10ns w1th no
advice from parents and 3% felt parents thould make fhe final dec1s1ons after
advice from school..

_ About three-fourths of the respondents thought students should play some
role in the process of making and enforc1ng school rules (Item 2); 48% favored
a shared student-school . respons1b111ty ‘and 26% felt the students should advise,
w1th the school having the final responsibility. One-fourth of the respondents
said that schools should make and enforce rules with no-input’ from students..
One percent felt students should»be solely responsible for maklng and enforclng»
rules. ' ' : ' |
d Should parents have anythlng to say about the subjects or course of study’
'that are offered at a school? Ninety-four percent said Yes, in one way or
another, 6% said No (Item 3). Slxty-one percent of the respondents felt that
the school and parents should share the respons1b111ty, 29% felt parents should
advise and the school should make the final dec1s1on, 4% felt parents should
make the final decision after advice from the school. Slx percent felt the
schools should decide with no advice from parents. o .

The majority of the respondents also felt that students should have

_ 1nput into what subjects ‘are offered at their school (Item 4). About one-third
. indicated that the school and students should share the respons1b111ty for such‘
dec1s10ns, one-thlrd sa1d the schools should make the final dec1s107s after

adv1ce from stud ts, and about one-thlrd said that the schools should dec1de

l

'w1thout adv1ce from students.




A substantial majorlty (79%) of the parents felt that the school parents,~

and child should work together to solve any serious problems a child may have
at school (Item 5)

Curriculum centent (Items 6-8) A majorlty of respondents (84%) Dreferred

:an educational program that included some required courses vlus courses developed
.to meet the spe01f1c needs or interests of their child (Item 6). Th1rteen per- -
cent of the parents said all students should take a required course of studles.

A prcgram with no required courses and all courses ‘developed to meet the 'specific

) needs or 1nterests of the child was preferred by 3% of the respondents.'f ‘
In the instruction of baslc skills such as math and reading, almost all -
respondents wantad specific math and read1ng course (Item 7). Forty-tWo
‘percent wanted specific COUISES' 52% wanted spec1f1c courses plus planned read1ng

and math activities in other .school activities and courses. Five percent did

. not want speclflc courses, but preferred read1ng ahd math projects planned in

othervschool activities and courses. . One Ppercent of the respondents felt a student's
interest would lead them to develop readlng and math skills w1thout specific
courses and activities. ' _
Two-thirds of the parents felt their child's education:should include

learning about feelings and attitudes in relation to one's self and othersk

‘ (Item 8). Nineteen percent favored a lot of wbrk in this area. 'Fourteen percent
felt it was only necessary to deal with feelings and attitudes if a .situation
should ar1se 1n ‘school making it necessary

‘ Instructlonal settlng_}Items 9-15). How do parents feel about the follow1ng

characterlstlcs ‘'of an instructional sett1ng?...compctltlon-cooperatlon act1ve-
passive learning, group-independent work, use of communlty, freedom of movement-
talklng, age level of classmates, attendance policy. “

The majority of the parents (72%)mpreferred a school in which competition o
and cooperation.are equally emphasized (item 9). Twenty-five ‘percent felt coopera—
tion should be emphasized and three‘percent favored emphasizing'%ompetition. |

| Almost all respondents (92%) preferred that-their child learn in schook}
by reading, d01ng workbooks, and llstenlng plus learnlng by working with objects,
by playrng, or by 11V1ng and doing things themselves (Item 10). ‘Mainly passive '
learning (readlng books, doing workbooks, or listening'to Some one tell about
things) was favored by 7% of the parents, and 1% favored mainly active 1earning

(working with objects, playing, or living and doing thingslthemselves).




Most respondents (59%) indicated that they would prefer that their child
work alone much of the time, but participate in several projects where students:
work together in}a group (Item ll) Twenty-seven percent felt their child’'s
time should be divided equally," half the time working alone, half the time
working with a group of students. Twelve percent of the respondents felt their
child should spend most of his or her time working with one or more other
students (helping_each other and in group pr03ects)

A majority of the parents preferred a quiet, orderly work environment,
with some student freedom to move about and talk (Item 12).. One-third of the
parents indicated that students should not move around or talk without permission.
Half of the respondents preferred a learnind’situation that allowed children‘
to move about or talk as long as they remain orderly and quiet. Fourteen per-
cent felt students should be able to move around and talk freely as long as
their work'is being done. Less than 1% felt students should be free to move about
and talk as they wish.

More than half (55%) of the respondents indicated that they would 1ike their
child to be involved in several progects or activities in the community, but
still spendvmost of the time in school “(Item 13). A large percentage (42%)
preferred that their. child be involved in a few field trips into the community

and spend the rest 'of the time in school. A small percentage (3%) felt the )
‘community could be used extens1vely,,w1th very little time being spent in the
school building. _ C

Respondents generally preferred that their ¢hild work,.play and study
.with students of about the same age (Item 14). Thirty-five percent felt their
child -should work, p}ay and study with students of the same age (or grade) level. -
Forty—one percent felt their child should work and p}ay with students one or two
years younger or older. Twenty percent of the respondents preferred that their
v child have the opportunity of interacting w1th students within the: elementary

age range (5-11 years old); 3% preferred an age range of 5-187years.

. Almost all.respondents were in favor of a required attendance policy (Item 15).

Reéuired attendance with the school encouraging regular attendance was preferred
by fifty-five percent of the respondents; 41% wanted required attendance with
strict enforcement. A policy where regular attendance, in the school building is
not rcjuired-as long ‘as the student is learning was preferred by three percent
of the parents, while 1% preferred that attendance be left up to the student

‘and parents.

16




snould declde.

Teachers (Items 16-17). . Who should"do the,teachinc? 'Parent responses
to this question were mixed. -One-thirdhof the parents'said they wantedlv
teachers to do all of teaching, half said teacherslshould do most of the teaching
with some help from parents-and'community~members, and one-fifth said teachers
are only one of many persons (1nclud1ng other adults: and students) who should
do the teach1ng (Item 17).

Only one out of five parents preferred that mainly one teacher work with
or be available to their child (Item 16). Most parents (57%) wanted several
teachers available to their child in different subject areas. Twenty-three‘

-.percent preferred a team of teachers who communlcated regularly among themselves

about students.
Student responsibility in learning 'setting (Items 18s20).' Who decides

what a child actually studies? How much respons1b111ty should ch11dren have
for directing and carrying out their own studies?

About four out of every flve respondents felt the parents or student should
have some input into what subjects the Chlld actunally studies in school (Item 18).

Seventy-elght percent said the school should'dec1de some,of the courses a child

" studies and the parents or child should decide some. Eighteen percent wanted

the dec1s1on to rest solely with the school, and 4% fe&t'the parents or student
& .

Oplnlon was 51V1ded falrly evenly on who should dlrect ‘the ch11d's learning
(Item 19). Half of the respondents wanted the teacher to d1rect the child's

learning part -of the day and the student to direct his or her own learning part

‘ of the day. The other half wanted the teacher to; 1nstruct or direct the learn1ng

process all of the t1me._ Two percent preferred that the student direct his

.or her own learnlng, w1th a teacher available.

. Once the child's course .of studles.has.heen.decided, 43% of the respondents
felt a teacher should work closely with their .child every day, while 46% felt the
teacher should check w1th the1r child every few days and give assistance when the
tedcher feels 1t s;needed Eight percent favored hav1ng the child be responsible
for completlng his or her work with a teachex available if. the child wants to ask
for -help, and 4% wanted a system where the teacher would check with their child

every few days and give assistance only if the child wants it (Item 20)

Variation and flexibility (Items 21-23). Wlthln a subjeci area or classroom,

60% of the resporidents felt that sometimes students should-use the same materials

LS
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and be taught in the same way, while at other times a Variety of materials

and ways to learn be avallable (Item 21). Thirty-one percent thought most of
the time a variety of materlals and ways to learn should be available, and 9%
felt most of the time students should use the same materials and be taught in
the same way.

‘ About half of the respondents wanted the school day divided 1nto set time
periods where the child is limited in how much tlme he or she’ can spend working
on any one area or subject (Item 22). BAnother half wanted part of the school
day not d1v1ded into set time periods, perm1tt1ng the child to work on a subject

for an unspecified length of time. Two percent of the respondents preferred

that the time schedule for the school day be,unstructured to permit their child
to work on any subject for varying, unspecified lengths‘of time.
How flexible should the system be in allowing a child to progress within

a particular subject area? Most respondents (75%) felt that the1r child should
progress through the subject at. the same speed as other students, but extra
‘work or help should be given if he or she progresses faster or slower than
others (Item 23). Twenty—four percent wanted the1r child to be able to progress
through the subject at his or her own speed, and 2% felt their child should

- progress through a subject at the same speed as other students.

Evaluation of student prOgress (Items 24- 25).~ How should a student's

progress in school be evaluated? Who should be the evaluator? Seventy-seven
percent of the parents wnated to know how much ‘their Chlld has learned or pro-
gressed, and also how their child is doing compared w1th other students of
the same age (Item 24) Nineteen percent wanted to know how much their child
has progressed, but not how he or she is d01ng compared with other students.
, Eighty-two percent of the parents felt the parent or the child, in addition
b to school personnel,Ashould evaluate the_chlld s progress (Item 25). ©Eighteen
| percent felt the school should evaluate with no involvement of child or parent.

Satisfaction with present school (Items 26-27). Do parents feel that their

child's present school is satisfying their child's academic and emotional needs?
The majority of the respondents' expressed satisfaction w1th their child's school
1n both of these areas.’ Flghty—flve percent of the respondlng parents said they
Were either very sat1sf1ed (about 20%) or satisfied (about 65%) with how well
.sohool is meeting their child's achleyement, intellectual, and emotional needs.
Thirteen percent of the parents said they were dissatisfied and 2% said they

~

were very dissatiéfied.
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<  Approval of.educational altermatives (Items 28-29). How -important are

~alternative educational programs to parents. in the North Area? How far would:
’they_bé Qilling to have theéir chiid*tran5ported to have the program of their‘
“choice? Twenty-two percent of the parents strongly agreed and 52% agfeed,

that providiné a choice of ‘alternative educétional;prOgrams within the North Area .
is important to them. _

The majority-of the parents would be‘willing~to‘have their child transported
at least as far as a school whose attendance areais adjacent to their child's
present school to have the program of their chqi&e. Twénty-nine percent of
) the parents said they would be willing‘to‘haveftﬁeir child transported to any
school in the North Area to get the program'of their choice, while 44% said no
further than a -school whose attendance area iS‘negt to their child's present
school. Twentyiseven percent of the‘pareﬁtsvsaid they ‘would choose the nearest

available school regardless of the program.offered.

~

Preferences for Three Alternatives

The last three questionnaire items (30-32) asked' the respondents to-indicate
‘their preferences for three alternative educational programs by indicating»their
first, second, and third choices. The‘threé"alternatiVes‘weré labeled Contemporary,

Continuous Progress, and Open. They were défined on. the questionnaire-as follows:

Contemporary: Children in each class are about the same age. Individual
teachers feel responsible for the progress of children assigned to their
room. Although teachers usually plan and share with other teachers at their
‘grade level, they feel individually responsible for carrying out the curricu-
lum as developed by citywide or’area consultants and committees. Children
spend most- . of the time in their home rooms. They also share school spaces
like the gymnasium, library or music room. Children proceed at their own
rate in large or small groyps through basic materials and tasks. Children
with learning problems are cared for in a variety of ways to meet their
‘needs. Teachers check assignments and evaluate children on their progress.

Continuous Progress: Children may be in' groups with older and.younger
children, (usually a three year span) and groups change according to needs
and interests.  Teachers plan. as teanis, but take 6n different jobs which
they usually do alone. The learning program'is coordinated by several -
teachers. Children move between classrooms, especially for skill groups
and sometimes for interest groups. Children spend part. of the day in
scheduled 'activities and.somé of the day in changing interest groups.
Children proceéd at their own rate in ldrge or small groups through similar
content using varied.materials. Teacher-set goals are evaluted by the
teacher. Goals set by the children are evaluated by the children and
teacher. ’ . ;




Open: Children are with older and younger ‘children for most of ‘their
actiVities. Students have relative freedom to select what they want

to study. Basic skills of reading, mathematics, and communication are
emphasized and. are taught in a variety of ways. Children plan their
‘schedule with teachers and parents assisting. Time limits are not.

" rigid. ‘Learning experiences grow out of children's interests. Students
have the opportunity to be in vatrious groups, various places and with
different adults during a school day or week. Students and adults
cooperatively plan direction and evaluate progress.

The Contemporary alternative was the most popular first choice of the
respondents, the Continuous Progress.alternative was the secondfmost popular
chOice, and the Open program was least popular. Fifty-five percent of the
respondents selected Contemporary "as . their first choice, 38% selected Continuous

Progress, and 8% selected the Open program.

L)

First . §econd . Third ,
Choice Choice Choice -
Contemporary v 55% . 31% s '16% 0
Continuous Progress 38 56 e ,
Open v 8 14 J © 79 - o

~ Projected enrollment in three alternatives. How many elementary children

in the North Area would enroll in each of the threé alternative programs identi-
fied in the survey? A rough estimate can be made by multiplying the number of
.elementary children in the North Area (about 8, 500) by the percentage of the
sample who selected each of the alternatives as their first choice. At the time
the survey was conducted, a rough estimate of alternative program enrollment
would be: Contemporary - 4,675; Continuous Progress - 3, 230 Open - 680.
However, at least five factors m1ght affect the actual student enrollment
in each alternative. i z .
1. Forty-two percent of the sample did not return completed questionnaires.
It is possible that the non-respondents would have responded differently
than people who returned qUestionnaires. It is not. known if.the returned
questibnnaires represent all parents of North Area elementary children. . B
2. Even if thefreturn rate for the sample had been satisfactory, it is
possible that a sampling error of one or two percent would have occurred.

3. Preferences for ﬁhe‘three_alternativés may change as people become more

alternatives used in.the questionnaires may not have been clear to all
/ . .

respondents. .
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knowledgable of‘each of the three alternatives. The descriptions of the
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‘4. People may change their-mind.

51,‘Actual enrollment will depend on the location of the program. For °
example, 45% of the people who preferred the Open program Said-they
would not have their child transported any further than a school

whose attendance area is located next to their child's present school.

Responses by Grade Level . : .

Table 3 in Appendix A gives the parents' responses according to the

grade level of thelr children. ‘Generally there were few differences across

grade levels. Compared with parénts of children in grades K-3, more parents
of chlldren in grades 4-5 preferred student involvement in decision maklng,

str1cter enforcement of a required attendance policy, and 1ndependent rather -

than group work.

Dimensions49x7Choice of Alternative Program

What was the relationship between the respondents' choice of alternative
,program (Contemporary} Continuous Progress, Open) and their choices on the
twenty?five dimensions, or specific aspects, of edu¢atiohnal programs? Also,
within a particular program selected as -a first ch01ce (such as Contemporary),
how much variation was thaefe among the individaals" respﬁhSes 4o each of the items
measuring spec1f1c aspects of educatlohal‘ptograms? fable 3 in Appendix A on
page 36 ShOWS the parent response. ﬁo ‘each of the twenty-five specific items,
the two schocl satisfaction items, and the two items on approval of alternatlves,
according to the respondents' first choice of the three educatlonal alternatives.

- Differences among educational alternatives. The responses of the three

alternative groups differed on all items.l On the items measuring specific aspects
of educatlonal programs, a greater percentage Of the Contemporary group than the

‘Continuous Progress and Open groups selected responses on the more "traditional-

: structured" end of the response continuum. A greater percentage of the Open

" ‘group than thée Continuous Progress and Contemporary groups preferred choices

@n the more "flexible-open" end of the ¢ontinuum. For example, 44% of the
Contemporary group, compared with 16% of the Open group and 15% of the Continuoush
Progress'group, preferred that teachers do all of the teaching (Item 17).

Fortyrseven percent-of the Open gronp, 31% of the Continuous Progress, and 10%

of the Contemp0rary said that teachers are only one of many persons, (including other
adults and students) who should do the teaching. HOWeQer,~0n some ' items’ the Open

lThe”chi—square value for independent samples (the three alternative groups) was
statistically significant at the .0l level on all items except number 27 (satis-
faction that present school is meeting child's emotional needs).
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and Continuous Progress groups responded Similarly, while on other items,
the Continuous Progress and Contemporary groups responded, °imilarly.

On some dimensions, the majority of the respondents ‘in each of the )
three groups preferred the same response. For example, 87% of ‘the Open
group, 89% of the Continuous Progress group, and 70% of the Contemporary
group indicated that the school should decide some of the subjects or y
interest areas that a child actually studies in school and the parent
and/or student should decide ‘some (Item 18). i
' The three alternative groups had substantially different feelings'
about the provision of educational alternatives (Items 28, 29). Ninety-
nine percent of the Open group agreed (49% strongly) that providing a
choice of alternative educational programs in the North Area was important )
to them, compared with 90% of the Continuous Progress group (30% strongly). B

~and 58% of the Contemporary group (12% strongly). Fifty—five percent of the .
Open group, 38% of the Continuous Progress group, and~18% of the Contemporary
group said they would be willing to have their child transworted to any .

school in the North Area to have the program of their ch01ce

Differences within educational alternatives. It would be incorrect
to assume that all, or even a substantial majority, of the‘people.who selected
the same educational alternative as‘their first choice would prbfer.the same
program characteristics within the chosen education program. For example,
all people who selected the Contemporary program on the basis.of the descrip-
tion in the questionnaire did not want mainly one teacher to work with their
child. 1In fact, '56% of the Contemporary group said that they wanted several
teachers to work with.or be available to their child in different subject
areas, and 11% wanted a team of teachers who regularly communicate among
themselves about the students.: Within each of the three alternative programs,
the variation of response on most of the items measuring specific aspects ofk

‘educational programs was substantial.

Summary of Results o - ' :

In the spring of 1975 a committee of North Area parents and staff con-
.lducted A survey to determine parent interest in and feelings about educational
‘alternatives. Questionnaires were mailed to a random sample of parents of
one-fourth of the students in the twenty North Area public elementary schools.
Questionnaires were returned for 1,243 children, or 58% of the sample of 2,127

children.
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The following summary statements are based on the results presented
in the preceding pages. Since it is not known how the non-respondents
(42% of the sample) would have answered the questions, the statements should

be 1nterpreted with caution.

1. When asked to choose from three alternatlve educatlonal programs,

the most frequent first choice of the respondlng parents was the Contemporary

alternative, the Cont1nuous Progress alternative was the second most frequent,

’and the Open program was least frequent.

. Fifty-five percent of the parents selected Contemporary as their
first choice, 38% selected Continuous Progress, and 8% selected .

- the Open program.'

42.' The majority of the parents sa1d that providing a choice of alternative

programs was- important to them and that they.would be willing to have their ch11d

transported at least as far as a nelghborlng school to have the program of their

_choice. v Ty

. Twenty-two percent of the parents‘strongly agreed and 52% agreed.
that providing a choioe of alternative educational programs within

_ the North Area is important to them.

. ?wenty—ninelpercent'of the ‘parents said they,would’be willing to
have their child transported to any school inlthe ﬁbrth Area to..
get the program of their choice, while 44% said transportation
should be no further than a school whose attendance area is next

to their chlld's present school.

3. “The majority of the parents preferred dh01ces that fell between

the most."tradltlonal—structured" and the most "flexible-open" characterlstlcs

of an educatlonal pProgram. Only a small nerCentage of respondents chose

characteristics that represented a great deal of ‘student freedom and respon- -
sibility.

4. The majority of the parents felt that parents and students should

be involved in decisions regarding the organization and operation of their

- school.

. Two-thirds ofjthe respondents said that the school and parents should
share the responsibility for making decisions .about how the school .

is run and what courses of study are offered About one—th1rd felt

the school should make the. final dec1s1ons after adv1ce from parents.
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5.

About 90% of the parents thought that students should have ‘some
input (either shared responsibility or advisory) 'into decisions
about how the school is run, and about two-thirds thought students

should help'decide what courses of study are offered.

The large majority of parents;preferred a curriculum that includes

requlred courses, specific courses for inStruction 1n baslc skills, and

courses to meet the 4pec1f1c needs of the1r Chlld Most parents also wanted

learning about feellngs and attitudes included in their child's education.

6.

About four-fifths of the parents preferred that several teachers

rather than mainly one teacher be available to their child, and also that

teachérs do most or all of the;leaching.

7.

Twenty percent of the parents;wanted mainly one teacher to work

with their child.” Fifty-seven percent wanted several teachers

in different’ subject areas, and 23% preferred a team of,teachers
who communicated regularly among themselves about students.

One-third of the parentsisaid they wented teachers to do all of
the teaching with ‘some help from parents and communlty, and one-

fifth said teachers are only one of many who should do the teachlng.

The majority of parents felt their child should have some respon-

_fslblllty for h1s or her own learning, although the amount of student responsi-

bility

actual

should be greater in the selection of areas to study than in the

direction of the work.

8.

Seventy—eight.percent‘cf the parents said that the parent or -

child should.decide some of the courses the child actually studies.
Half of the parents wanted the teacher to instruct Or‘direct the
learning all of the time; half wanted the student to direct his

or her learning part of the day. )

Once the chiid's course of studies has been decided, a teacher
should work closely with the child every day, according to 43% of
the parents. About 46% felt a teacher should check with their

¢hild every few days and give assistance when needed.

About half of the respondents wanted the school day}divided into

set time periods, while.the other half did not want set time periods for

'part of the school day, permitting the child to work on a subject for an

unspecified length of time.

. )
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9.

Three-fourths of the parents wanted their child topprogress through

a subject at the same speed as others, but be given extra work or ﬁelp if the

child progresses faster or slower than others. One-fourth wanted their child

3

3

to be able to progress at her or his own Apeed.

10.

A large majority of the parents_preferred a quiet, orderly work

environment, with some student freedom to move about and talk.

11,

Lttt

One>third of the parents said that students should not move around
and talk without permission. Half of the parents preferred that

chlldren be allowed to move about and talk as long as they remain

.

orderly and quiet.

Most parents preferred a 1earn1_g,env1ronment that 1ncluded both

act1ve and passive 1earn1ng opportunltles, that placed equal emphasis on

competltlon and cooperatlon, and ‘that allowed for some participation in group

projects with othercchlldren and in activities in the communlty.,

12.

Almost all respondents (92%) wanted their child to learn in school
by reading, doing workbooks, and 11sten1ng EL___learnlng by. worklng
with objects, by playlng, and by exper1enc1ng. '
About 40% of the parents felt their child should spend at least
half of ‘the time working w1th other children. The other 60%
preferred'that their child work alone much of the time, but
participate in several-projects where students work together in

a group.

Half of the parents wanted their child‘to be involved in several
projects or activities in the community, but §till spend most of
their time in schooi.

The majority of the parents (72%) preferred a school in which

competition and cooperation are equally emphasized.

Three-fourths of the'parentsgpreferred that their child work, play:

and study with students of the same age or grade, or within one or two years

younger or older than their child.

13,

More parents who chose a Contemporary program than parents who chose

Continuous Progress or Open programs preferred "tradltlonal-structured"

characterlstlcs of educatlonal programs. More parents who chose an Open

,program than parents who chose Contemporary or Continuous Progress programs

preferred "flex1ble-open“ characterlstlcs.

f‘l"'v
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. :Forty-four percent of those who chose a Contemporary program,
compared with 16% of the Open group and 15% q& the Continuous
- T " Progress group, preferred that teachers do all of the teaching.
Forty-seven percent of the Open group, %%% pf the Continuéqs.
Progress, and 10% of the Contemporary group said that teachers -

are only one of many persons.who should do the teaching. .

14. Within each of the-three groups of people who preferred one of

: three.educational programs (Contemporary, Continuous Progress, Open), the

variation of response was substantial on most of the items measuring pre-

ferences for specific aspects of educational programs. - : ' »

.A Within the group of parents who selected a Centemporary program
as their first choice, 33%.said they wanted nainly one teadher
to work with their chiid"56% said they.Wanted several teachers:
in dlfferent subject areas, and l1% wanted a team of teachers

= who regularly communlcate among themselves about the students.

15. Elghty—flve percent of the responding parents said that tﬁey were

either very satisfied (about 20%):or satisfied (about 65%) with how well

-

school is meeting their- child's agademic and emotional needs.

Uses of the Results

The Writers of this report’'do not récommend that the results of this
survey be used as the basis for specific decisions regarding the imple-
méntation of educational alternatives. The return rate was not’:high ‘enough

to justify such decisions. However, the writers do feel that the information

. in this report has severai valuable uses for the North Area school commu-

nities. Even though the’ sample was not adequate for de01s1on—mak1ng, the .
1nformatlon is the best avallable at this time regardlng North Area parent
opinions about educational alternatives.

The 1nformat10n will be pr1mar11y valuable as discussion mater1a1 for
staff and community development.‘ ‘The content of the items thenselves should
help staff and communlty as they dlscuss characteristics that may be part of
an educational program. Many people will benefit from a study of the item
content and how.educational programs differ as the specific aspects (as
identifieq by the items) of programs are sorted into various combinations.

It also will be useful for staff and parents to study the major outcomes--

similar to those identified in the.summary sections of .this report——for

20 ’
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general directlons as they conslder educational alternatlves. For ekample,
even with an unknown sample _error, it appears that at least half of the
parents would prefer that their child be able to work with more than onel
teacher. ' ' v

More spec1f1ca11y, it would be useful for staff and parents at each
schoo; to determine where they would place. their school's educatlonal
program(s) on each of the gquestionnaire items. Addltlonally, if the return'
rate for the parent survey was more. than fifty percent at thelr school the
staff and parents could estlmate roughly whether their edueatlonal program
corresponds w1th the preferences of the parents. If dlscrepanc1es occur,
.are there good reasons fer malntalntng the present program, or should changes

"be considered?




L=

. Individual-Schools, and School Cluster

Cd
IS o

Appéendix A

Tables of ‘Results

Response of.Parents of North Area

'Elementary Children to Educational

Alternatives by Total North Area,
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Table 2

Response of Parents of North Area Elementary Children to Educational
Alternatives by Total North Area, Individual Schools, and School Clusters

! v L
- 221l & B % 3| Eg
Item : Response 58 ] 3 0 @ & ;
| RElc g 4 1 B iE|
1 m E ] Y] [9) :
N1243||NS7 N27° NS9  N52 N9O | N285 1
1. Should parents ' 1. School should make all such dec151ons L
have a say in with no advice from parents. : 3% 2% 4% 2% 0% 4% 3% Tl
deciding thg way =
a school is run? 2, School should make final decisions after !
advice from' parents. 29 22 37 29 27 32 - 29
3. School and parents should share the .
responsibility for making such decisions.. 65 .|| 73 59 63 67 61 65
G 4. Parents should make final decisions after
: ‘advice from school. 3 4 + 0. -7, 6 2 4. . .
2._Should students 1. school rules should be made and enforced .
of your child's without advice from students.-- 26 35 22 11 ~ 14 18 20
age help make . ) - ’ 1
" and enforce the 2. School rules should be made and enforced ‘ . )
school rules? : after advice from students. 26 || 31 44 - 33 29 25 31
3. ’Students should share the responsibility ’ .
for making and enforcing the school rules. 48 33 . 33 55 - 55 54 49 :
4. Students should make and enforce the rules, * 2 0 2 2 - 0. 1
3. Should parents. ‘| 1. school should decide with no advice from ) “
have a say re- parents. - . N 6 [{13 11 5 2 4 7
grading what : :
courses of. study 2. School should make final decision after
{or subjects) advice from parents. 29 {20 37 25 22 27 25
are offered at . o : .
their child's 3. School and parents should share the . - /
school? . responsibility for the decision. 61 64 52 64 74 60 63
4. Parents should make final decision after
advice from school. , 4 4 ‘0 5 .2 9 5 ‘
4. Should students 1. School should decide w1th no advice from
of your child’'s ~ students. - 28 31 33 11 12 .- 28 .23
. age have a say )
regarding what 2. School should make final decision after . )
courses of study advice from students. ) ] 36 |33 52 ‘38 36 34 | 37
(or subjects) B I
-are offered at 3. School and students should share the 4
their school? responsihility for the decision. R : 33 33 15 41 50 33 36
4. Students should make final decision after - .
advice from school. . ’ 2 2 0 11 2 4 4
5. How. should serious | 1. ‘School.handles as it sees fit without ) .
‘problems that "I ‘child or parent involvement. 1 2 0 2 0 2 1
your child might . . .
-have at school be 2, School handles problem after talking with ;
handled? parents. 19 {116 16 24 6 9 14
' s . ' : /
3. School, parents, and child work out a /
solution together.- 79 1|80 84 70 94 88 84
i 23 E) 4. School and child work it -out without
parent involvement. - B 1 2 0 4 o 0 1
Maximum number of parents who responded to any of the. items. | wi229|lwse w27  wNS7 w52 n9o N279 |
Q Minimum number of parents who responded to any of the items ’ N1109{|N45 N22 N52 N45 N78 N242

ERIC:

o Feentage was less than 1.
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Table 2 kcontinued)

Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Clusters
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Table 2 {continued)

Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Clusters

> g >
< 2] o ) - [+
Item Response: E o 5. E E o E'é
BEVE 44 & E |BE
gl = , & g R 3]
. : a N N
6. Which educational 1. P required course of studies taken by .
program (or all students.’ ' 13%f} -18% 8% 12% 108  13% 13%
course of studies -+ : ag :
~would you like to 2. Some required courses plus courses . 3
have. for your developed to meet the specific needs ;ﬂ:ui
childz or interests of my child. ' 84 | 827\ 92 81 82 83 83
3. No required courses; all courses are i
developed to meet thd specific needs :
. y or interest of my child. 3 0 0 7 8 5 4
7. How would You 1. “Provide specific reading and math courses. 42 36 27 40 33 42 37
prefer that in-. ' _ : : '
* struction in 2. Provide specific colirses and planned
basic skills, reading and math activities in other
such as reading school activities and courses. 52 53 73 47 . 63 50 ° 55
" and math, be ) V
provided for 3. No specific courses, but reading and
your child? math activities and projects planned .
in other school activities and courses. 5 8 0 9 2" 6 5
4. Students' interests will lead them to
develop readipg and math skills without X
specific courses and activities. 1 4 [0} 4 2 2 3
8. Should learning 1. No, my child's studies should not include )
about and dealing work on feelings and attitudes. *3 2 0. 2 0 0 1
with feelings and ] : ,
attitudes about 2. Only if a situation arises in school '
self and others where it is necessary to deal with ) : .
be included in feelings and attitudes. : 14 15 15 18 10 7 12
your child's ' :
educatiof in 3.  Yes; my child's studies should include .
school? some work on feelings and attitudes. 65 70 65 54 - 58 71 64
4. Yes; my child's studies should include a -
lot of work on feelings and attitudes. 19 13 19 26 33 22 23
9. Which type of 1. A school where competition is emphasized. 3 2 4 0 0 0 1
school would '
you prefer for ,%. A achool where competition and coopera- :
your child? * 'tion are equally emphasized. . ) 72 81 93 73 65 72 75
3. A school where cooperation is emphasized. 25 17 4 27 ‘35 28 24
10. How .would you 1. Mainly by reading in books, doing work-
like your child ‘books, .or listening to someone tell
to leaxn in. about ‘things. 7 5 8 14 6 4 7
schools? ’ :
. 2. By reading, doing workbooks, and
- listening plus learning by working with
objects, by playing, or by living and
doing things .themselves. 92 93" 92 82 94 96 92
3. Mainly by working with objects, by play--
:3 ]‘ ing, or by living and doing things
themselves. ' 1 2 ] 4 ] 1

ERIC
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Table 2 (continued)

Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Cluste
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0
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62
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24
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&
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Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Clusters
\ N

’ R @ : Table 2 (continued) -
g
@
* AE 6 o-Q &
Item °  Response 8 o % 5 E = ud
: § B &= g 17} L2 0 e
& H x| 0 3 & D0
2 2 8 F g A g =
: .
%_11. In what way 1. Hy doing the work alone and not by -
would you like working with other students. 2% 0% 0% 0% « 4% 0% 1%
your child to ’ ’ . )
work with other 2. By doing the work alone much of the .
students in . time, but several projects where o .
school? students work together in a group. 59 " 55 59 50 39 56 52
3. About half the time doing the work
alone and half the time working: — 3
with a group of students. 27 29 22 34 39 33 32
i 4. Most of the time working with one or
more other students; helping each ]
other, group projects. . 12 16 -19 16 18 12 15
12. 'What learning 1. Students may not move around or tally ) L " .
situation would without permission. 32 |1 26 7 35 18 30 26
' you prefer for . ‘ ) .
your child for . 2. Students may move around or talk as
" most of the they work as long as they remaln
school day? orderly and quiet. 54 50 85 54 41 57 55
3. Students may move around and talk &
i freely as long as they remain .
orderly and quiet. . 14 22 78 41 12 18
4. Students are free to move around and
talk as they wish. * 2 0 2 0 o] 1
13. How would you l. A few field trips into the community;
“ like your child the rest of the time in school. _ 42 47 30 33 32 30 35
to use the com- : o
munity outside 2. Several projects or activities in the
the school dur- community, but most of time in school. 1 55 53 70 . 60 68 65 63
ing the school . ‘
day? 3. Community could be used extensively, T
+ very little time may be spent in the L 2
school building. 3 [ ¢ 7 0 4 3
14. How old would 1. All students at the same age (or grade) ) :
- you like the’ . level. _ 35 38 35 41 29 33 35
students in :
school to he 2. Students within pne or two years
with whom your younger or older than my child. . 41 40 42 45 41 40 41.
child has an , : '
opportunity . to 3. Students within an elementary age
work (play, range (5-11 years old).. . . 20 17 15 9 20 22 17
study)? - . ; N '
4. All ages from 5-18 years. 4 4 8 5 10 6 6
15. Which attendance 1. Attendanc€ required and strictly ,
policy would you enforced hy school. . 41 35 30 37 *40 39 37
prefer.at your '
child's school? 2. Attendance required and school
: encourages reqgular attendance. 55 55 67 53 60 57 57
3. Reqular attendance in the school
building is not required as long .
as student is learning. b3 9 4 5 0 2 4
i . 1
83 4. Attendance is left up to the student i
and/or parents; school does not
take attendance. 1 2 0 5 0 2 2

[Elz:i(:‘ . .l o 26
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Table 2~ (continued) )
Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Clusters -
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Tat.le 2 {continued) P
Reiponse by Total North Area, $chools, Clusters ) ) :

Item _ Response & E & 3 E é Z i 5

- - "e|l 8 & B g & |§%

16. Which of the 1. .Mainly one teacher works with or is

) following best available to my child. . 20% 1ls 38% 14% 8% 9% 13 .
describes how . ' - ‘ ’
you would like 2. Several teachers work with or are avail-
your child ) able to my child in different subject ' :
taught? . ' areas. 57 67 42 . 61 61 62 61

3.." A team of teachers works with or is
. - available to my child; regqular communi-
. cation among teachers about students. 23 22 19 25 31 29 26

17. Who should teach 1. Teachers should do all of the teaching. 32 34.' 23 36 22 . 24 | 28 4

_your child in . ) ' : N
school? 2. Teachers should do most of the teaching,
’ but some’ parents and community members
should be involved. 48 43 58 36 44 61 49
3. Teachers are only one of many persons
(including adults and pther students) [ :
‘who should do the teaching. 20 23 19 27 34 14 23
’ . .

18. Who should decidei 1. School (teacher) should make final, . ) _ _ .
what subjects or decision. 18 24 19 19. 15 16 18
interest areas . - .

Your child 2. School (teacher) should decide some,

actually studies parents and/or student should decide :

in school? some. . . 78 74 81 75 85 80 79
3. Parents and/or student should decide. 4 2 0 5 0 3 3

19. Which of the 1. Teacher instructs or directs the
following school learning all of the time. 48 33 26 50 40 47 ‘41
settings would ' : .
you like for 2. Teacher directs the learning some of. the
your child? day; student directs his/her own learning ' h

some of the day. 50 || 62 74 45 58 53 56
3. Student directs his/her own learning;
teacher is available. 2 5 .0 5 2. 0 3
20. Once your child's{ 1. A teacher should work closely with my )
' course of studies child every day. 43 43 42 27 48 35 38
has been decided, ) .
what should the 2. A teacher should.check with my child
school do to help every few days and give assistance when .
your ¢hild com~ teacher feels it is needed. 46 43 54 49 44 51 48
plete the work? .
3. A teacher should check with my child
every few days and give assistance .
only if my child, wants it. i 4 6 0 11 2 6 5
4. My child should have complete respon-
sibility for completing his/her work,
a teacher is available if my child
~wants to ask for help. 8 9 4 13 6 8 8
e o
128 1
S g
Q ' i ‘ : 28
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‘ Table 2 (continued)
Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Clusters
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Table 2 (continued)

Response by Total North Area,. Schools, and Clusters

<
hse 2 © o a o
Item Resg?és ﬂ E ‘ g »g . é g g é
0 -
: 2l & g B 8 & 5 :
21. within a subject 1. Most of the time,students should use .
. area or class- the same materials and be taught in
room, should: the same way. ’ . 9% 7% 4% 7% . 8% 6% 7%
different ma-~ ' i
'terials and ways 2. Sometiimes students should use the same
to learn be materials and be taught in the same way;
 available to the sometimes a variety of materials and ,
students? ways to learn should be available. 60. 62 73 68 45 64 62
3. 'Most of the time a variety of materials ’ .
and ways to learn should be availaple. 31 31 4 25 a7 30 32
22. How would you 1. School day is divided into time periods;
like your child's child is limited in how much time he/she
school time to can spend working on any one area or ) :
be used? - subject. : 51 53 - 56 55 53 ‘50 53
- 2. Part of school day is divided into time
periods; part of school day is not
divided into time periods, child may
work on a subject for any length of time. | 47 40 44 . 43 47 50 46
3. School day is not divided into time
periods; child may work on a subject for
any length of time. 2 7 0 2 0 0 2
23. Within a parti- 1. My child should progress through the
cular subject > subject at the same speed as other
area or class- students. 2 7 .0 4 0 0 2
room,; how would .
you. like your 2. My child should progress through the
child to pro- subject at the same speed &s other
gress through students, but extra work or help
the school work? should be given if he/she progresses -
faster or slower than others. 75 69 69 73 73 71 71
3. My child should progress through the . . .-
subject at his/her own speed. 24 24 31. 23 27 29 27
‘24. How would you L.” Would like to know how well my child is
like to have doing compared with other students of s
your child the same age. 5 2 7 9 0 8 5
evaluated? - X
2. Would like to know how much my child
has progressed or learned; and also how
my child is doing compared with other
students of the same age. 77 87 78 65 76 78 L 77 -
3. Wculd like to know how my child is doing
and how much he/she has progressed, but
not how my child is doing compared with
other students of the same age. 19 11 15 | 25 24 15 18

RIC
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Table 2 (continued) :
Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Clusters
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- Table 2 (continued)
: s Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Clusters -

I n ) g m [+ 1
tem Response 3 E 2 E 5. 5 E 3
§ . 0 2 §
g0 § 8 &8 B |3
25, Who should 1. The school should evaluate, with no . T
evaluate your involvement of child or parents. | 18| 118 . 4w 18% . 20% 22% 17%
child's progress : : :
.- in school? . . | 2. The school and child should evaluate . .
.‘,‘ ) his/her progress together. 15 17 7 12 ‘6 - 13 12
3. The school and parent should evaluate . .
the child's progress together. 20 22 44 12 20 17 | 20
4. The school, child, and parent should . :
; evaluate his/her progress together. . 48 50 44 56 53 49 51
5. .My child should evaluate his/her
progress. * 0 0 2 0 0 0
26. Are you satis- 1. Very satisfied L 19 23 28 12 20 24 21
- fied with how . .
well school;is 2.. Satisfied .1 66 59 64 70 66 62 64
meeting your . . ) ' .
child's achieve- |[3. Dissatisfied S 13 16 8 16 14 13 14
ment and intel~ ’ L .

". lectual needs? 4. Very dissati.fied : 2 2 0 2 o _1 1
27. Are you satis~ 1. Very satisfied : 18 22 26 14 6 21 17
fied with how !

well school is 2. sSatisfied ' 69. 64 65 66 80 66 68
s meeting your ’ :
child's emo- 3. Dissatisfied .12 11 9 18 14 11 13
tional needs?
4. Very dissatisfied 2 4 0 2 0 2 2
28. Providing a 1. Strongly Agree . 22 33 28 25 41 21 28
choice of alter- - : v
native educa- 2. Agree 52 58 68 = 53 45 41 50
tional programs .
within the North |[3. Disagree : : 18 |} 10 4 23 6 23 16 ’
Area is important : .
to me. 4. Strongly Disagree o ’ 9 0 0 0 .8 15 "6
29. For alternative 1. To any school in the North Area. 29 k1:] 42 44 .35 8 31
educational pro- ' ° i L
grams in the 2. No further than a school whose attendance ‘ . [ 4
North Area, how area is next to my child's present school.| 44 38 50 41 49 62 49
far would you be . .
"willing to have 3. I would choose the nearest available
your child trans- school regardless of the program offered. ,27 23 8 15 16 30 21
ported to ‘have & :

the program of
our choice? .
(check one only)
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Table 2 {continued)
Response by Total, North Area, Schools, and Clusters
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) Table 2 (continued)
Response by Total North Area, Schools, and Clusters

To assist the North Area staff in planning for the years
ahead please indicate which program you.would prefer for
your child by putting a 1 by your first choice, a 2 by
your second choice and a 3 by your third choice.

CHOICE
TOTAL
NORTH AREA
BETHUNE
HALL
WEéSTER
HOLLAND
PUTNAM
CLUSTER
TOTAL

©

.30. Contemporary: cChildren in each class are'aboutithe 1st . 55% 37% 48‘ a4y 34% 4éi 1 43%

same age. Individual teachers feel responsible for .

the progress,of children assigned to their room. ’ 2nd 31 36 33 34 33 35 . 34
Althouyh teachers usually plan and share with other . . )

teachers at their grade level, they feel individually 3xd 16 23 14 122 40 16 23

responsible for carrying out the curriculum as devel-
oped by citywide or area consultants and committees.
CHildrep spend most of the time in their home rooms.
They also share school spaces like the gymnasium,
library or music room. Children proceed at their

own rate in large or small groups through basic
materials and tasks. Children with learning problems
.are cared for in a variety of ways to meet their needs.
Teachers check assignments and evalvaté children on
their progress. ’

31. Continuous Progress: Children may be in groups with ist - 38 44 44 43 43 46 44
older and younger children, (usually a three year span). . ) ' :
and groups change according to needs and interest. 2nd 56 44 43 48 53 51 49
Teachers plan as teams, but take on different jobs '

which they usually do alone. The learning program is 3rd - 6 14 14 8 3 4 7
coordinated by several teachers. Children wove between
classrooms, especially for skill groups and sometimes
for interest groups. Children spend part of the day in
scheduled activities and some of the day in changing S R
interest groups. Children proceed at their own rate in Y BEDERES el
large or small groups through similar content using
varied materials. Teacher set goals-are—evatuated by |
.~ -} ~-the-teaghar: Goals set by the children are evaluated
lethe children and the teacher.

7
3

32; Open: Children are with older and younger children for ist 8- 19 8 13 23 6 13

most of their activities. Students have relative : | ' ¢
freedom to select what they want to study. Basic 2nd 14 || 20 24 18 15 14 17
skills of reading, mathematics, and communication are .

emphasized and are taught in a variety.of ways. 3rd 79 63 71 70 58 ' 80 70

Children plan their schedule with teachers and parents
agsisting. Time limits are not rigid. Learning
experiences grow out of children's interests. Students .
have the opportunity to be in various groups various N
places and with different adults during a school day
or week. Students and adults cooperatively plan
direction and evaluate progress.
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APPENDIX B ~ | - ~ DPPENDIX B

-MINNEAPOLIS PUBLIC SCHOOLS
- North Area Superintendent's Office

Déar North Area Parent or Guardisn:

The purpose of this questionnaire is to find out the type of education
you want. for your child. The Minneapolis Board of Education has stated that
by September, 1976, parents will have a choice as to the type of elementary .
- school they want their.child to attend. :

The Survey Committee of the North Area Alternatives Task Force, formed
by the North Area Superintendent in December, 1974, has prepared these surveys.
* This questionnaire is being sent to the parents of one of every four elementary
students selected from school alphabetical lists.

The first survey is designed to determine your attitudes about different
areas of education. The second survey contains the descriptions of three
types of schools considered for the North Area in Fall, 1975. From your
responses to these surveys, we will present to the North Area Administration

. your preferences for the education of your child.

When the questions ask about "your child", your answers should refer only
to the child whose name appears on the addtess label of this questionnaire.

. The completed questionnaires will be seen by a member of the Minneapolis
Schools' Research Department only. All responses will be kept confidential.
If you do not feel comfortable being identified, remove the label before
returning the questionnaire.. .

. The results of this survey will be published in the North Area News
later this Spring. If you wish to review the results before publication,
please mark the box below so we can contact you.

Your opinions, as expressed in these two surVeys, are needed now. Please
complete and return the questionnaire in the stamped envelope provided in the
next two days.

- Thank you.
Terri Edwards *
~ Steve Levie .
Dave Mesenbourg
Task Force Survey Committee
Steve Levie ' . Mel Hoagland

Task Force Survey Committee Chairperson North Area Superiﬁtendent

’

r
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. NORTH AREA PARENT SURVEY | .
(14) 1075 Year of survey  ALTERNATIVE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS |

Each of the questions below describes a way in which schools can differ. For each question, mark,an X by
the one choice that best describes the kind of school you would like for your child (the child identificd
on the survey you received). If you do not feel that you can make a choice on a particular item, print
the létters NS next to the choices to indicate that you are Not Sure. Try to answer every question.
There are no right or, wrong answers. Thank you very much. ' :

(5) How would You like your child to use the community (9) Shouid parents have a say in deciding the way a

outside the school duringzthe school day? school is run?
1. A few field trips into the community; 1. School should make all such decisions
the rest of the time in school. with no advice from parents.
. , .
_ 2. Several projects or activities in the - “ 2. school should make final decisions-after
community, but most of time in school. - advice from parents.
3. Community could be us.d extensively,.. 3. School'and‘pérents should share the
very little time may be spent in the responsibility for making such decisions.

school building. » R
’ ’ ' 4. Parents should make final decisions

(6) Which attehdance policy would you prefer at after §dvice from school.
your child's school? . ) - . e

(10) Should students of your child's age help make and
1. Attendance required and str1ct1y enforce the school rules?

enforced by school.

1. School rules should be made and enforced
2. Attendance required and school : - without advice f;om students.
encouragg¢s regular attendance.

2, School rules should be made and enforced

3. Regular attendance in the school - b ,'; . after advice from Students.
building is not required as long as o
student is learning. o 3. Students should share the responsibility

‘ for makxng and enforcing the school rules.

4., Attendance is left up to the student

and/or parents; school does not take 1 4. Students should make and enforce the rules.
attendance. . '
i (11) Should parents have a'say regarding what courses
(7) What learning situation would you prefer- for of study (or subjects) are offered at their child's
your, child for most of the school day? school? ' '
1. Students may not move around or talk 1. School should decide with no advice -from
without permission. ’ parents.
2. Students may move around or talk as they 2. School should make final decision after
work as long as they remain orderly advice from parents.
and quiet.

3. School and parents should share the
3. Students may move around and talk freely _responsibility for the decision.
as long as their work is being done. :

4. Parents should make final decision after.
4. Students are free to move around and advice from school.
talk as they wish.

(12) Should students of your child's age have a say

(8) In what way would you like your child. to work ‘ regarding what courses of study (or subjects) are
with other students in school? offered at their school?
1. By doing the work al&ne and not by 1. School should decide w1th no advice from
working with other students. N students.
2, By doing the work alone much of the time, 2. School should make final decision after
but several projects where students * advice from students. -

work together in a group.
3. School and students should share the

3. About half the time doing the work responsibility -for the decision. *
alone and half the time working :
with a group of students. 4. Students should make final decision

after advice from school.

4, Most of the time working with one or more
other students; helping each other,

' group projects. C
(€] J 2
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(13) Which educational program (or course of studies)
would you like to have for your child?

1.

2.

(14) Who should decide what subjects or interest
areas your child actually studies in school? -

1. School (teacher) should make final
decision. .

2. School (teacher)} should decide some, "
_parents and/or student should decide
some. :

3. Parents and/or‘student should decide.

(15) Once your child's course of studies has been
decided, what should the school do to help
your child complete the work?

1. A teacher should work closely with
my child every day.

2. A teacher should check with my child
every few days and give assistance
when teacher feels it is needed.

3. A teacher should check with my child
every few days and'give assistance
only if my child wants it.-

° . .___ 4. My child should have complete respon-
sibility for completing his/her work,
a4 teacher is available if my child
wants to ask for help.

(16) Within a subject area or clessroom, should
different materials and. ways to learn be
- aVallable to the students?

1. Most of the time students should use
the same materials and be taught
in the same way.

- 2. Sometimes students should use the same
- materials and be taught in the same way;
sometimes a variety of materials and
. ways to learn should be available.
- 3. Most of the time & variety of materials
" and ways to learn should be available.
(17) Which type of school would you prefer for your
. child?
1. A school where competition is emphe;ized.
_._2. A school where competition and ceopera-
tion are equally emphasized.
. .__3%. A school where cooperation is emphasized.
r
Q l):;
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A required course of studies taken by
all students.

Some required courses plus courses
developed to meet the spécific needs
or interests of my child.

No required- courses; all courses are
developed to meet the specific needs
or interests of my child.

LY
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(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

3

Which of the following school settings would you
like for your child?

1.

Teacher instructs or directs the learning.
ali of the time.

Teacher directs the learning some of the
day; student directs his/her own 1earn1ng
some of the day.

Student directs his/her own learning;.
teacher is available. '

_How old would you like the students. in school

to be with whom your child has an opportunity
to work (play, study)’

1.

4.

LA
All students at the same age (o1 grade)
level.

Students within one or two years younger
or older than my child.

Students within an elementary age range
(5-11 years old).

All ages from 5-1%<years.

How would you like your child's school time to

be used?

1.

School day is divided into time periods;
child is limited in how much time he/she
can spend working on. any .,one area or’
subject.

Part of school day is divided into time
periods; part of school day is not
divided into time periods, child may
work on a subject for any length of time.

School day is not divided into time “
periods; child may work on a subject for
any length of time.

How would you like to have your chiid evaluated?

1.

Would like to know how well my child is
doing compared with other students of the
same age.

Would like to know how much my child
has progressed or learned; and also how
my child is doing compared with other
students of the same age.

Would like to know how my child is doing
and how much he/she has progressed, ’ut not
how my child is doing compared with other
students of same age.

. -

Who should evalute your child's progress in school?

The school should evaluate, with no
involvement of child or parent.

The school and child should evaluate
his/her progress together.

<

The school and parent'should evaluate the
child's progress together.

The school, child, and parent should
evaluate his/her progress together.

My child should evaluate his/her progress.
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(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27)

-

Who should teach your child in 'school?

1. Teachers should do all of the teaching.

2. 'Teachers.should do most of the teaching,
but some parents and community members
should be involved.

3. Teachers are only one of many persons
(including adults and other students)
who should do the teaching.

Which of the following best describes how you
would like your child taught?

1. Mainly one teacher works with or is
available to my child. =~ °

-

2. Several teachers wofk with or are avail-
able to my child in different subject
areas.

3. A team of teachers works'with or is
available to my childf_regular communi-
cation among teachers About students.

Within a barticular subject area or classroom,
how would you like your child to progress
through the schoolwork?

1. My child should progress through the ~
subject at the same speed as other
students.

2. My child sHould progress through the

‘subject at the same speed as other

~ students, but extra work or help

! should be given if he/she progresses
faster or slower than others.

3. My child should progress through the

subject at his/her own speed.

How would you like your chiid to learn in school?

1. Mainly by reading in books, doing work-
_books, or listening to someone tell
about things.

2. By reading, doing workbooks, and .
listening plus learning by working with
objects, by playing, or by living and
doing things themselves.

3. Mainly by working with objects, by play-
ing, or by living and doing things
themselves.

How would you prefer that instruction in basic
skills, such as reading and math, be provided
for your child?

1. Provide specific reading and math course

2. Provide specific courses and planned
reading and math activities in other
school activities and courses.

w

.. No specific courses, but reading and
math activities and projects planned
in other school activities and courses.

Students' interests will lead them to
develop reading and math skills without
specific courses and activities.

e

et
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(28) Should learning about and deaiing with feelings and
~ attitudes about self and others be included in
your c¢hild's education in school?

1. No, my ?hild's studies should not include
work,onffeelings and attitudes.

2. Only if a situation arises in school where
it is necessary to deal with feelings and
attitudes. )

3. Yes; my child's studies should include
some work on feelings and attitudes.

" 4. Yes; my child's studies should include a
: lot of work on feelings, and attitudes.
(29) How should serious problems that your child might
have at school be handled? A

1. School handles as it ‘sees fit without
child or parent involvement.

2. School handles problem after télking with
parents.™~_

) 3. School, parents, and child work out a
solution together. -

4. School and child work it out without
parent involvement.

'(30) Are you satisfled with how well school is meeting
sour child's achievement and intellectual needs?

1. Very satisfied

2. Satisfied

3. Dissatisfied

4, Very dissatisfied R

(31) Are you satisfied wi{i how well school is meeting
your child's emotionhl needs?

11 Very satisfied

3

2. %atisfied

3, Dissatisfied ¢

4, Very dissatisfied

(32) Providing a choice of alternative educational bro-
grams within the North Area is important to me.

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Disagree

4, Strongly Disagree

{33) For alternative educational programs in the North
Area, how far would you be willing to have your
child transported to have-the program of your
choice? (check one only)

1. To any school in the North Area

2. ' No further than a school whose attendance
area is next to my child's present school.

3. 1 would choose the nearest available

school reeardless of the program offered.




Three educational programs are described below. They repréSent the three types of programs most likely to be
offered.in the North Area. The descriptions are to'serve only-as a guide to the type of program you would
prefer for your child. This is not a registration form. As each faculty and school community plans its program,
changes may occur. : : ’ . ’ ‘

To assist the North Area staff in plaﬂning for the years ahead please indicate which program you would prefer
for your child by putting a 1 by your ¥irst choice, a 2 by your second choice and a 3; by your third choice.

(34) ‘ Contemporary: Children in each class are about the same age. Individual teachers feel responsible for
the progress of children assigned to their room. Although teachers usually plan and share with other
teachers at their grade level, they feel individually responsible for carrying out the curriculum as )
developed by citywide or area consultants and committees. Children spend most of the time in' their home
rooms. They also share school spaces like the gymnasium, library or music room. Children proceed at
their own rate in large or small groups through basic materials and tasks. Children with learning-
problems are cared for in a variety of ways to meet their needs. Teachers check assignments and .
evaluate children on their progress. '

(35} . Continuous Progress: Children may be in groups with older and younger -children, (usually a three year
span) and groups change according to needs and interests. Teachers plan as teams, but take on different
jobs which they usually do alone. The learning program is coordinated by several teachers. Children
move betwéen classrooms, especially for skill groups and sometimes for interest groups. Children spend
part of the day in scheduled activities and some of the day in changing interest groups. Children
proceed at their own rate in large or small groups through similar content using varied materials. ‘
Teacher-set goals are evaluated by the teacher. Goals set by the children are evaluated by the children
‘and the teacher. ) . . .

(36) Open: Children are with older 'and younger children for most of their activities. Students-have ) .

: relative freedom to select what they want to study. Basic skills of reading, mathematics, and communi-.
cation are emphasized and are taught in a variety of ways. - Children plan their schedule with teachers
and parents assisting. Time limits are not rigid. Learning experiences grow out of children's interests.
Students have the opportunity to 'be in.various groups, various places and with different adults during
a school day or week. Students and adults cooperatively plan direction and evaluate progress. <

‘.

(37) circle Your child's present school. . {38) Circle your child's present grade level. ) |
) Bethune Lincoln . ~ -Pillsbury. Kindergarten Grade 4 . : 1
Bremer Lind . PutnamA ‘ ' Grade 1 - . : Grade-5 _ |
Cleveland ‘ Loring Shingle Creek . Grade 2 o rade 6 . - )
Hall ‘ Lowell . Waite Park - . Gra@e 3 r
Hamilton Lowry Webster ]
Hawthorne McKinley Willard ‘ . _
Holland’ Penn (39-43) . Leave Blank; school and grade code. .
COMMENTS :

RETURN IN THE STAMPED ENCLOSED ENVELOPE, or to

North Area Office - North Area Parent Survey Committee and »tfkf/
Minneapolis Public Schools w Research and Evaluation Department L
1203 University Ave. N. E. Minneapolis Public Schools

Minneapolis, MN 55413 February 1975
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